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\Article by Captain let Rank (Reserve) T. Belashohenko) 
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A@fican statistics mete “a signifiesnt trend of decreasing age of the Kuiua= 
Kien fembership” in fee@ent years. Almost half of the aetive members are wen 20-30 


years cld=-that is, Ghat portion of the population supplying most of the individuals 
for the armed forces, 


The EKA meintaine strong ties with ultra-feeelionary #1 
Ohauvinistioc aseeeliations, such as the noterious 
Military “Minutemen”*, and others, the programe of which are based 
otmunien hidden beneath super-patriotic 

“protect Western civilisation", The activities of 
and @onitered in the UBA by the “Committee for 
Siderabie figh's and poseibilities. It contains 
busin: semen, and reserve generals and admirals 
pointe, Bepecially active in thie coalition are 
the Vietnamese people General W. Westmoreland, and 


tare every advantage to publiciee the delirious ideas 
statements. 
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The first ranks of the enemies of liberty and democracy aise con 
avowed fascist organisations, the aetivities of which, highly 
have often declared, do not at 41) contradict either the 
lews and traditions of this state. Teday a6 in the past, 
Groupings a8 the “American Nagi Party of White Cit 
union, and other Neei successors legally exist in 

fas ist preopeganda. organize all sorte of rallies, and perfor= 
rogressive organigations. Although these organizations do not 
‘Oday and they are fot active in all states, their 

stantly in recent years, and their activities have 

























Fascist organizations in the UBA have their own 
by government author ities--in particularly the 
other publications with swastikas exbeilicking 
with malicious slander against democratic forces 
and insinuations. This rabble is allowedto run 





organize Gemonstrations and meetings, their 
uniform of Nagi stormtrooper detachments, with 

posters, and flags. All of these out-throsate are well armed, they undergo special 
training, and in their collisions with indignant citizens they immediately resort 
to the use of not only Dbrase-knuckles, chains, and 'nives, but 





U.S. Bioniet organisations and their paramilitary formations--the “Jewish Defense 
League”, “B'nai Brith” Getachments, and others--are operating on an extensive scale 
in the northeastern states as well as in cities such as Washington, New York, 
Philadelphia, Boston, Detroic, and others. They are generously financed by the 








Minutemen was the name given in America’s War of Independence (1776-17863) to armed 
detachments that fought Great Britain's colonial army by methods containing some 
elements of partisan warfare. 











leading @enapelices and banks, eapecially ones in the @ilitary~"indusetrial compiles, 
Bioniet lobbies actively influence the government, the leadership of the main bour= 
@ois parties, legisiative organs, the Pentagon, and the press, Using their own 
afmed bands, these ofgeni#ations systematically organise provocations agaivet 
diplomtic and trade representatives of the Seviet Union, other countries of the 


socialist fraternity, and some developing states. 
















interaction among ultra fight organisations has clearly 
UBA in recent years, eapecially on the basis of the struggle 
forces if America, malicious anti-Seviet propaganda, 
by the eyth of 4 “Soviet military Gweat". tt stands 
wiity in f© way weakens the deep contradictions, the savage struggle, 
@utual hatred that have always been inherent to 
lead to serious conflicts between them, 
several mjor fights between armed Rioni 
Wasi Party of White Citisense” prophesying 








the Ku-Klum-Kian, demanding “careful and complete invest 
activity in the armed forces, and implementation of the necessary measures 
include prohibiting regular military servicemen from joining the KKK. 





Buch political vagaries of the leaders of ultra-right 

demayogical, to some extent they are even publicity-seeking devices, and they are 

intended mainly to deceive public opinion. After all, whenever the discussion turns 

to fighting progressive forces, democracy, and peace, all of their disagreements 
the 





drop to the background. 


The unusually high activity of ultra-right organizations in arted 
the military barracks is typical of the WA today. This is promoted to 4 decisive 
degree by the general antipopular nature of bourgeois society 
of the armed forces, the anti-Soviet, anticommunict 
system of militery development in the USA, which is 
nent, and the nature of the training and ideological 
This atmosphere of anti-Soviet hysteria, militant psychosis, and merciless suppression 
of all political diesension in the barracks creates 4 specially favorable situation 
for the activities of uitra-right elements, all sorts of “super-patriote”, and Black 
Pour -iundred louwd-mouths and assassins who, under the cover of “the fight against the 
Red threat”, deal mercilessly no: only with the champions of detente and with those 
who demand true civil rights for ali Americans, but also with sober-thinking people, 
with all who dare to doubt the correctness of the actions of the White House, monopo- 
ished 





lies, and the military. 


Highly indicative in this regard is an articie publi 
journal MILITARY CHAPLAIN, in which the following answer is given to the question as 
to how to recognize 4 Red: “Remember that anyone 

cultural contacts with communists is 4 Red, or at least 
on ceremony with such as these.” 





Numerous activists of the militant “John Birch Society”, Minutemen, and members of 











slogan ie “Bette: dead than Red"), they organise so~calied “freedom forums” and 
“hate ceominears”, and they broadiy publiciae ali serte of “human fighte in Soviet 
Ruseia” weeks, “Vietnam refugee support” months, and other similar measures. 


As a) example the presse has reported activities by “John Bireh Society” celle in a 
fumber of white and formations of the U.8. qround troops, particularly in the 
infantry Division deployed in the Hawaiian Islands. A few 
of thie division, Major General &. Walker, boasted of his 
Birohers, iaviting some of them to apeak to the soldiers 
Sion's “sehool of militant anticommunics". The 

Cost him hie position, However, even after his 
Created continued ite activities, and the systems of material 
@uced can still be found in some subwnite. Soldiers 
in the spirit of anticommunion” in weekly lessons at 


ines” receive from 65 to 610 (an enample of direct ideologica) 
pereonnel). 










Mem rs of the fascist “American Wasi Party of White Ci 
ties in the armed forces in recent years 
if particular, wrote that Nasi party 
members are being recruited, and fascist 
enlisted men and officers. In apst 
one O89 infwariably find, together wi 
published in large numbers in the UWA, 
“Adolph Hitler", "Wither’s War", “The 
their research efforts, ‘f we can 
oan to try to rehabilitate #1 
machine of violence and annihilation. 
every major military library in the UBA mandatorily possesses 
copy of the delirious work by the Pulbrer “Mein Kampf", 
accomplices and many Nasi generals and admirals. 


American fascist enlisted @en, WO0's, and officers in 
tery operate especially freely. It is easy here for party functionar 
contacts with West German neo-Magis, receive 
aod comdvuet jeint functions. The American newepaper OVERSFAS WEEKLY 
activities of “American Magi Party of White Citizens” cells 
the U.8. Armed Porces in the FRG, stated that they devote 
Hitler's “Mein Kampf” and other works by Mazi leaders, as well 
Gevoted to German fasciem. One of the leaders of the 

troop: in Burope, Sergeant Pace, even boasted that his confederates were able to 
conduct a secret congress. 


The commend is well aware of 411 of this. Sut it prefers to 
that the activities of fascists in the army offer no danger. 
this, fascist thugs among the enlisted men, NOO's, 

embioems on their uniforms and display Mazi flags, 
quarters. In October 1978 the newspaper 
@urine @ Changing of the querd at an American air 
officers, rather than exchanging the customary courtesies, permi 
“exchange « Nazi salute”. And ali the t commander did was to rebuke twese f «cist 

- 


uni 
thugs gently for their “inappropriate joke". 
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@ Special circular on this issue 
preecribed “prohibition, aboard ships 
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in eit effort, they piece high hopes on ulteerright forces, which ere raising 
their heade ever higher in the country 46 «4 whele, and in the armed forces. 
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\Article by Lieutenant Colonel V. Goncharew) 
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MOUNTAIN COMBAT OPERATION 
Moscow FARUBETMMOVE VOVERMOVE ORORMENIVE in Russian Wo 1, Jan 9) @igned to prese 
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The first defending echelon usually consists of infantry subunits reinforced with 
artillery, antitank weapons, engineer subumite, and sometimes tanks. Sack=up 
(reserve) echelons consist of tank (motorised infantry) subunits and unite that 
deploy in the probable directions of the enemy's offensive and in places permitting 
their ewift commitment to battle, both for counterattacks and to defend objectives 
in the rear against strikes by enemy airborne troops. 


U.8. Army manuale note that mountain defense is spotty in nature, and 
siete of a system of strongpointse deployed on hilltops. Covering tie 
them with fire from all weapons, with engineering obstacles both on the 

in depth, and when necessary, with reinforce’ mobile security groupe is recommended, 
Much attention is devoted to protecting terrain favorable to tanks, and 

ably covering approaches to mountein passes, ravines, defiles, and 

to valleye and to road junctions in order to make it difficult for 
deploy his troops, and deprive them of the freedom of maneuver. 


The forward edge of defense usually extends along the most advantageous natural 

lines. Battie outposts and general security positions as well as the positions of 

covering forees are set up in front of it. Covering forces are advanced the maximum 

possible distance from the forward edge, depending on the terrain, with the objective 

of establishing contact with the enemy, scouting his 

retarding the advancing troops at the approaches to friendly defensive positions. 
the 


When a ravine is to be defended, hills covering 
tenaciously. The main forces are deployed on the hillside 
could envelop the ravine. Wide use of of 
mountain ¢ofonee. Ambusbhes are set up 

as 





enemy through concealed approaches 
i 






tions and in the defenses themee 
deep in the defenses are adapted 
obstacles are created in areas where enemy airborne troops may 


land. 
As is emphasized in the foreign press, organization of a deeply disposed system of 
all forme of fire is the main requirement imposed on mountain defense. Bringing 4 
significant part of the fire weapons of the subunits up to the 
meticulously camouflaging them te recommended. If time allows, permanent weapon 
positions may be built in valleys, on roads, and along trails. 


A large proportion of organic and attached artillery is allocated to troops in the 
aseault echelon defending the most dangerous sectors, and thei 
usually set up near roads. Howitzer and @ortar f 

, 


! 
: 


in gape between strongpoints. If the front slopes of hills are too steep, the 
depth of the defense zone is increased by locating gun positions on forward-facing 
lateral ridges. These positions are intended for flanking fire. 


Tanke and antitank quided missiles attached to gotorized infantry subunits are used 
in company (platoon) strongpoints defending gorges, forest edges, and mountain 
river crossings. They assume positions in places 
™ximum possible range. 


i 
i 
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Poreign experts believe chat the fire plan must be such that a sone of massed 
-tilevel fire of all types would be created in front of the forward edge, on the 
shanks, and deep inte the defenses, and so that fire could be concentrated in short 
time in any threatened direction ur sector. In thie case the fire plan is closely 

coordinated with engineering obstacles, 


Much attention is devoted to engineering support. With this purpose natural 
shelters are adapted as qun positions and as petsonnel shelters against mass destruc- 
ticn weapons. Stone obstructions are set up at the approaches to strongpoints and on 
their flanks, while timber obstructions are created in forested mountain terrain; 

— 7h > ae and manmade structures are prepared for demolition, and minefields 

are ; 


U.8. Army manuals recommend using nuclear and chemical weapons against troops in 
harrow valleys and on passes, and against objectives which, if destroyed, would 
cause slides, cave-ins, and avalanches, thus hindering the enemy's maneuver and 
advance. 


Defensive mountain combat must be conducted in order to hold commanding heights, 
mountein passes, and other important objectives; the success of defensive combat 
depends in many ways on the initiative and stubbornness of each subunit. Annihila- 


Bed. Fay AY yh A .. far approaches, first through the resources of 
senior chiefs, and then by those of the formation and unit commanders. In this 


Covering forces and security subunits capitalize on advantageous terrain and pre- 


fire. The actions of the troops are supported by tactical and army aviation, 
artillery, and other resources. 


As the troops advance to the forward edge, covering and security forces withdraw 
in battle into their own defenses, and after the last subunits reach the rear of 
the friendly troops, the assault echelon is committed to battle. Repelling the 
eremy tank and infantry attack at the forward edge of the front with all fire 
weapons, including antitank guided missiles and fire support helicopters, as well 
as by strikes by tactical aviation, is recommended. 


On driving a wedge into the defenses, the enemy is subjected to intense fire from 
the defenders. In this case the subunits must stubbornly hold important commanding 
heights, mountain passes, and road junctions, even if completely encircled, thus 
containing the enemy's forces and restricting maneuver of his reserves. Concurrently, 
reserves are advanced to the threatened sector with the qoal of halting the enemy's 
offensive against the deep defenses, or initiating a counterattack. The latter would 
best be conducted from top down, along mountain ranges, river channels, and roads. 
Counterattacks may also be conducted on two or three converging directions with the 
goal of simultaneously striking both flanks and the rear of the penetrating enemy 
grouping. In cases where a counterattack by back-up echelons (reserves) does not 
lead to the recovery of lost ground, and the enemy continues his offensive, troops 
may switch to holding actions. 
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[Article by Engineer-Colonel (Reserve) L. Andreyev] 


{Excerpts} Militant circles in countries of the aggressive NATO bloc are continuing 
to increase the power of their air forces, assigning a number of highly important 
missions to them, including that of achieving air supremacy. WATO military experts 
believe in this case that such supremacy may be achieved today, even in 4 omall 

area and for limite cime, only if several methods are used simultaneously. Promi- 
nent among these m .ods is annihilation of enemy aircraft in the air--that is, in 
aerial combat. 


Studying the experience of the USA's aggressive war against Vietnam, and subsequent 
so-called local wars, in which tactical aviation consisted mainly of multipurpose 


fighters, and considering the development of armed forces and armament in generai, 
American experts came to the conclusion that airplanes optimized specifically for 
aerial combat had to be designed (they are often referred to in the foreign press 
as air supremacy fighters). In order that such a fighter could attack and use its 
weapons by surprise--that is, before it enters the field of view of the enemy's 
onboard resources, it must be equipped with complex radar and other onboard equip- 
ment, and with weepons of greater range. But this would increase the airplane's 
weight and worsen its maneuverability, which is so necessary to close aerial combat. 
But even if this is achieveu, it would require considerable outlays, and the airplane 
would become very complex and expensive. This is what happened, for example, with 
the American F-15 fignter. 


Studying the problem of reequipping fighter aviation, American specialists concluded 
that it would be suitable to use two types of airplanes simultaneously~--the heavy 
F-15 (take-off weight with four quided missiles--about 19,000 kg) and the light 

F-16 (take-off weight with two guided missiles--about 10,000 kg). 


According to Western press reports the F-16 is already beginning to appear in the 
air forces of the USA and a number of other countries. In particular by the be- 
ginning of 1980 the U.S. Air Porce received 74 airplanes, Belgium received 12, and 
the Netherlands received five. The first F-16's have already been supplied to the 
air forces of Denmark, Norway, and Israel. In all, 2,000 such airplanes are to be 
built, to include a majority of single-seater F-16A's and a small number of 
seater FP-l16p craft. 





























The American journal AVIATION WEEK AND SPACE PSYGIOLOGY wrote that the PR 1lGA is 
typified by a high thrusteweight ratio, high maneuverability, effective weapons, 
dependable onboard equipment supporting automatic control, a wood view from the 
cockpit, and a number of other positive qualities, All © this makes it successful 
in aerial combat. 


The F-16GA achieves such a high thruste-weight ratio because of it: powerful 
F1L00-PW-100 turbofan engine (with @ maxiaum static thrust of 11,340 kg) and ite 
low take-off weight, reduced through the extensive use of lightweight compounds in 
the structure of i 6 airtrame and miniaturization of its electronic equipment. 
Thus the thrust-weight ratio achieved with an aircraft taking off with a weight of 
10,200 kg in flight tests (including 2,670 kg of fuel and two Sidewinder quided 
Missiles suspended from the ends of the wings) was 1.1. This permitted it to 
accelerate quickiy, take off after a run of 360 meters, and climb at a 60° angle. 
In the words of American pilots, the aircraft can fly vertically soon after taking 
off. All of this makes it possible for the fighter to use relatively short landing 
strips and to commit to battle quickly, which is especially important, the Western 
press emphasized, in the interception of targets that go undetected for a Lengthy 
period of time. 





Graphs showing the maximum accelerations, rate of climb, and the acceleration and 
banking characteristics of the F<16A have been published in the foreign press. 
These characteristics were recorded while flying with afterburners, with 50 percent 
fuel remaining, and with two Sidewinder guided missiles. airplane's take-off 
weight was 8,550 kg, the unit load on the wings was 106 » and the thrust- 
weight ratio was 1.33 which, in the opinion of foreign omperts, would permit a 
fighter to enter into maneuverable aerial combat 
below. In particular Figure 1 shows ~¥ limite 
maneuver in the vertical and horizontal planes 
on flying altitude and speed. We can see from this graph tha 
the highest accelerations can te a iA at low and medium 

speed. As an example at an acceleration of , it can maneuver within a rela- 
tively large range limited by speeds of Mach 0.6-1.2, and altitudes of 0-4,500 meters. 
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Figure 1. Graph of the Ranges of Maximum Accelerations Depending on the 
Flying Altitude and Speed of an F-16 Fighter: The curves are 
drawn for 1, 2, 3, 5, 7, and 9 G) 
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fome foreign military experts note tha 
the Fr l6b fighter did not +) ~y 
because they were conducted 

and F105's, which have mode 
in their opinion the question 
enemy airplanes even with simi 


it was reported in the foreign press that the U.8. Air Poree is presently training 
P16 pilots in lone and sometimes group aerial combat against more-sophisticated 
tactical fighters with characteristics supposedly close to those of warplanes of 
Warsaw Pact air forces. Usually the enemy is represented by P<5E fighters in 
specially formed squadrons of so-called “aggressors”. In most combat, according 

to the Western press, the F-l6 com s out on top. However, some American specialists 
feel that the F< 5E could win if ite pilot's training were to be at the same level 
as that of P16 pilots. 
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Studying the experience of flight teste and aerial training combat, American 
experts revealed the following significant shortcoming in the F<l6: Ite weapon 
sy: .em can be used in combat only in simple meteorological conditions. The reason 
for this is that the airplane's onboard radar set has 4 low range, ite resistance 
to interference is poor, and its resolution is low. Because of this, Westinghouse 
is working on 4 modernized version of the radar set. In particular a programmable 
digital processor and 4 more powerful tranemitter are being installed in it. 
Hughes ee yt 4 - ge FB 4-44-54 it 
could be used aboard the F-16. The new equipment is to be installed aboard F-16 
fighters beginning with the 65let craft. Moreover F-16 fighters will be equipped 
with medium-range guided missiles (presently undergoing development in the AMRAAM-- 
advanced medium range air-to-air missile--program). 
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Article by Major A. Pavieovw) 
(Text) Significant room is 









of the WATO air forces, and 
In all, 77 warplanes participated in 
composition of the participants, see 
tion)). 


The exercise “Tactical Air Meet-80" was conducted in two stages. 


In the first (it was called the tactical stage in the foreign press), the crews 
flew 12 sorties each, striking simulated and practice targets on the ground. They 
practiced tactics and methods of weapon use typical of air actions in behalf of 
the following missions: attainment of air supremacy, isolation of 4 region of 
combat activities, close air support to ground troops, and suppression of “enemy” 
antiaircraft system. The main objectives of the strikes were airfields, surface- 
to-air guided mi. siles, antiaircraft artillery and radar, and concentrations 
armored equipment. Practice bombing runs (at low and minimum altitude) and 
launchings of air-to-surface missiles were conducted at the Baumholder 
Sennelager practice ranges. A complex tactical situation 

tronic countermeasures were extensively employed during 
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Moscow FARUBERMNOVE VOVEMMOVE OROZMENIVE in Russian Mo 1, Jan @) G@igned to presse 
12 Jan 6D pp 59-60 


\Article by Candidate of Technical Sciences, Engineer-Colonel (Reserve) A. Stepanov) 


(Text) in ite aggressive aspirations, the military leadership of the UBA devotes 
@reat attention to raising the fighting power of aviation, which has been given 
the role of one of the principal resources 
targets. As the foreign press sotes, this 
tion's electronic countermeasures, among which foreign 

include antiradar air-to-surface quided giesiles, intended to strike ground-based 
and shipboard radar stations. 


American aviation is presently armed with Shr 
@icesiles), created in the 1960's; in 

















bility of annihilation of an enemy radar target, 
homing heads capable of sensing 
reliability. The Standard ARM, for example, 
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aititude of 2,500-3,500 meters, 
kill radivue being only about 15 . 
required striking accuracy 
latter ceases emission. 


HARM (high speed antiradar 
of antiradar quided missiles: 


the aircraft equipment required for i 


The HARM quided missile is 


tadar systems supporting antiai 
artillery, but also radar supporting 
weather reconnaissance systems. As the Gevelopere envis 
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wings, and engine aif intakes that would seatter signals from enemy radar stations 
and change Ubeift direction; use of materials, traditional to aircraft construction, 
Capable of obperving of attenuating radio waves (asbestose=qraphite, fiber giass, 
and rubber coatings, epoxy resins, special paints); use of special heat-insulating 
mterialcs promting « decrease in the engine’ 
engine exhaust forsles of special shape hindering the operation of infrared direc= 
tian finders. 


3 
: 
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American epecialicte believe one of the important directions in this area to be 
further improvement of existing 
of new, highly effective automated 
imect could be achieved 

developmen’, however, the 
noted that even in thie case “an airplane would 
Tt is believed that radar stat 
detect 4 so-called * 
ite coordinates, altitude, and 
usual. This would permit the 

from the effective range of antiaircraft eysetem. 



















American masse media report that the UBA 
individual directions in the “invisible 
but it was only when the Carter in 

program was given one of the highest financing priorities. Thus according to 
W. Perry allocations to this program 
‘ignificantiy emoeed $100 million per year. 










According to information published in 
typee of experimental airplanes deve 
American aerospace firme have 
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minily out of composite mate 
tail assembly. The engines 
they 40 not protrude outside i 


Although the efforts ii. the 

research and ««perimental development, 
specialists ore eagerly pi 
ing the possibilities for 
the design of tactical fighters, reconnaissance airplanes, 
cruise @issiles). However 


AIR FORCE TIMES wrote that the me 
will be considered in the development of a new bomber intended to replace the 8-52. 
At the same time, assessing the results, the journal FLIGHT asserts in 4 reactionary 
article that at the beginning of the y an 

number of new “invisible airplanes”, 
waite in 19867. 
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On the whole the program for creating an “invisible airplane” reflects the aspira- 
tien of militant circles in the UBA to achieve military superiority over the Soviet 
Union by promoting further growth of the combat capabilities of their armed forces, 
mainly through qualitative improvements in weapon systems. 
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[Article by Captain 2¢ Rank V. Khomenskiy) 
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the western part of the Baltic straits, the northern regions of 
Britain, and the territory of Norway. 
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zone of the Baltic straits on the North Gea side; organization of 
Gefense (antiaircraft, antisubmarine, antimissile, antiship missi 


organization of command and control, communication, reconnaissance, and material 
technical supply of chips at sea; resolution of electronic warfare problems. 


Special attention was devoted to combat use of the latest models of weapons and 
equipment carried by surface ships, submarines, and naval aviation, to improving 
the tactics of military actions at sea, and to studying the influence of the combat 
capabilities of new classes of ships (to include general-purpose assault Landing 
ships of the “Tarawa” class) and armament systems on the effectiveness of the use 
of ship formations and the navy a8 4 whole in different operations at sea. 








The participants of the exercise included the commands and staffs of combined and 
national armed forces stationed in the Atlantic, in Burope, and in the English 
Gnannel sone, about 60,000 men, more than 170 warships (to include the American 
atomic @ultipurpose aircraft carrier “Chester W. Nimite”, the assault helicopter 
carrier “Iwo Jima”, the general-purpose landing ship “Saipan”, and the English 
assault helicopter carrier “Bulwark"), NATO's permanent major naval formation in the 
Atlantic, a formation of minesweeping forces in the English Channel, more than 400 
airplanes and helicopters representing the armed forces of the USA, Great Britain, 
Canada, the FRG, Norway, Belgius, Denmark, the Netherlands, Portugal, and Prance, 
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the 4th (UBA) and Jd (Great Britain) marine brigades, and amphibious groups of the 
Duteh Navy, individual unite and subunite of the Norwegian ground troops and 
hational quard, and the men and equipment of NATO's combined air defense system 
in Burope. 


The exercise plan, which was based, judging from reports in the Western presa, on 
one of the provocative variants of an armed conflict on the bloc's northern flank, 
called for practicing combat activities in the course of a limited war between 


“Blue” (the NATO combinedarmed forces) and “Orange” (the “enemy") on the territory 
of Norway and in the waters of the Northeast Atlantic, employing conventional weapons. 
In thie case the war was said to be started by ", which began advancing ite 









ground troope to the Norwegian border in Augus 
utilizing the Baltic straits, began deploy 


Northeast Atlantic. “Orange” masse 
campaign intended to undermine the 
Diversionary acts and organized sabotage territory of “Blue” 
countries. 





The military-political leadership of “Blue”, estimating the evolving situation 
as a threat, decided to reinforce ite armed forces grouping on the northern flank 
by transferring marine subunite and tactical aircraft, and by deploying carrier, 
amphibious landing, and antisubmarine forces from the West Atlantic and other 
European theaters of war. 


Attempting to anticipate the growth in strength of "Blue" groupings, “Orange” 
initiated combat activities on land and at sea, conducted an offensive operation 
in central Norway, and began systematic actions aimed at interdicting marine lines 
of communication in the Norwegian and North seas. 


In retaliation, “Blue” landed 4 combined landing force in order to reinforce the 
ground troops in Norway, retarded the advance of “Orange” troops into Norwegian 
territory, blockaded the Baltic straits, went over to the offensive, and defeated 
the “enemy” on the land front. Concurrently 4 number of specific, successive 
operations were conducted to “annihilate” the “enemy's” surface ship groupings and 
submarines, and achieve air supremacy in the Norwegian Sea and the English Channel, 
thus insuriog favorable conditions for transferring reinforcements and supplies to 


Burope. 


The exercise proceeded in two stages. It was first preceded by reinforcement of the 
ship groupings of the NATO navies in the East Atlantic, which was done by trans- 
ferring part of the American and Canadian forces from other theavcers of war. Thus, 
in the course of the exercise “Joint Effort" in the period from 26 August to 

10 September, a major assault landing formation and a multipurpose carrier group of 
the American navy and a4 detacument of Canadian warships were transferred from the 
North American continent to the waters of the Northeast Atlantic. The assault 
landing formation, which consisted of 15 landing ships and transporters (to include 
the assault helicopter carrier “Iwo Jima” and the general-purpose landing ship 
"Saipan"), performed the mission of transferring troops from the strategic reserve 
across the Atlantic to reinforce ground troops in Burope. The formation was covered 
by the multipurpose carrier group (the atomic multipurpose aircraft carrier 
“Chester W. Nimitz” and up to 10 escort ships), which operated in front of the 
convoy. Antisubmarine defense was provided by close support vessels, including an 

















atomic submarine that could be sent into threatened sectors, antisubmarine deck- 
landing aireraft, and shore-based patrol aircraft. Surface-to~air missile complexes 
and antiaireraft artillery belonging to the carrier and close support vessel 
security forces, and Tomcat deck=landing fighters, which operated as combat air 
patrols up to 130 nautical miles from their carrier, provided air defense. 


Strikes against “enemy” surface shipping were made by deck=landing Intruder and 
Corsair attack aircraft using free-flight rockets and bombs. 


Problems associated with reconnaissance, control of forces at sea, logistical 
support of ships on the move, and others were also resolved during the crossing. 


ImmeJiately prior to the exercise marine aircraft were transferred from the 
continental USA, and transport aircraft airlifted combat equipment and the personnel 
of airfield maintenance subunits. 


The first stage (10-17 September) consisted of the final measures to switch the 
bloc's combined armed forces from a peacetime to 4 wartime status, to operationally 
Subordinate them to the NATO command, to deploy forces in the combat regions, and 
to form formations and groups intended for specific purposes; the landing of a 
marine assault attachment on the northern coast of Great Britain was practiced. 
Strike and antisubmarine forces conducted missions to gain superiority in the 
Norwegian Sea, they fought submarines at antisubmarine lines, and they protected 
marine lines of communication in the North Sea and in the English Channel. 


Warships deployed from naval bases and supply points with anti-mine support from 


minesweepers and minesweeping helicopters. The main ship groupings of the European 
WATO countries were deployed in the Norwegian and North seas, in the English 


Channel, and along the Icelandic antisubmarine line. 


On 12 September a NATO strike fleet was formed in the Atlantic north of Great 
Britain (see figure), consisting of about 50 warships and transporters, to include: 
4 multipurpose carrier group (the atomic carrier “Chester W. Nimitz” and 10 escort 
vessels), an amphibious landing formation (the assault helicopter carriers “Iwo 
Jima” and “Bulwark”, the general-purpose landing ship “Saipan”, and up to 15 landing 
ships and transporters). After the strike fleet was formed, the amphibious Landing 
formation steamed to the north coast of Great Britain, where in the vicinity of the 
Cape of Wrath a training assault landing was made on an unprepared coast, employing 
@ combination of helicopters and landing ships. Antisubmarine protection was pro- 
vided to the landing area from the north by the multipurpose carrier group. Air 
support was provided to the landing forces by deck-landing airplanes from the air- 
craft carrier “Chester W. Nimitz", which was stationed 80-150 nautical miles north- 
west of the Hebrides. 


Meanwhile in the Norwegian Sea and along an antisubmarine line extending from Iceland 
to the Paeroe Islands, maneuverable antisubmarine forces worked closely with the 
SOSUS long-range sonar observation system to hunt, track, and “kill” “enemy” sub- 
marines. The submarines employed a static-maneuverable strategy in regions with 
4040 nautical mile dimensions. Antisubmarine ships were brought together into 
hunter-killer groups that operated both independently and in coordination with 

Orion and Nimrod shore-based patrol aircraft. The latter made active use of radio- 


sonar buoys, gas analyzers, and magnetic detectors. 
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Deployment of the Forces of the Sides Participating in 
the “Team Work-80" Exercise in the Norwegian Sea 


Warship detachment 
Norwegian Sea 
Amphibious landing formation 


Multipurpose carrier group 
Fire support vessel detachment 


Kristiansund (amphibious landing 


region) 
Trondheim 


Ship hunter-killer group 
Faeroe Islands 

Aircraft carrier “Chester W. 
Nimitz" 

Strike fleet formation area 
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Shetland Islands 
Region of operations of NATO's 
permanent naval formation in the Atlantic 


Norway 
Skagerrak Strait 
Denma rk 


North Sea 

Assault helicopter carrier “Bulwark” 
Cape of Wrath, training amphibious 
landing site 

Great Britain 

Hebrides Islands 

Assault helicopter carrier “Iwo Jima” 
and general-purpose landing ship 
“Saipan” 




















ing forces, including a permanently deployed minesweeping formation in 


Minesweep 

the English Channel, laid training mines and escorted ships and convoys behind 
minesweepers. As in exercises of previous years, B52 strategic bombers from the 
U.S. Aig Porce supported minelaying operations in remote sea regions. 


After the training amphibious landing the combined amphibious landing formation 
initiated a crossing of the Norwegian Sea with the goal of subsequently landing 

a Marine amphibious detachment on southern Norway. The crossing was accompanied 

by active operations on the part of “enemy” submarines, surface ships, and aviation. 
A multipurpose carrier group provided operational cover through the formation, 
operating in threatened sectors ahead of the convoy. A ship hunter-killer group 
and a NATO naval formation permanently deployed in the Atlantic provided antisubmarine 
defense from the south. 


The joint efforts of “Blue” managed to contain “Orange” forces in the Norwegian Sea, 
partially “annihilate” the latter's main ship groupings, and thus insure safe crossing 

of the amphibious landing formation to the vicinity of Kristiansund (in southern 
Norway) . 


The second stage (18-24 September) entailed maintenance of supremacy in the Norwegian 
Sea, the conduct of an amphibious landing operation, organization of interaction 
between marine infantry and ground troops in the course of defensive and offensive 
actions, transfer of reinforcements to the North Buropean theater of war, protection 
of marine lines of communication in the East Atlantic and the petroleum-gas complexes 
in the North Sea, convoy escort and all forms of convoy support and support to ground 


troops and the landing operation. 


A combined amphibious landing was made on 18 September in an area southeast of 
Kristiansund by 10,000 American, English, and Dutch marine infantry. The landing 
was preceded by air and artillery preparation conducted by carrier aviation, marine 
aviation, and the ship artillery of a ship fire support detachment, and by mine- 
sweeping operations at the approaches to the landing areas. A combined regiment 
and Norwegian national guard subunits with the strength of up to 8,000 persons de- 
fended against the amphibious landing. 


The foreign press reports that this was the first time in an exercise of this sort 
that an amphibious landing operation was conducted at night with the active use of 
infrared night vision instruments. In the course of the landing and operations 
ashore, electronic resources were extensively employed to jam the equipment of the 
defending side. 


Air support was provided to the landing forces and ground troops by deck-landing 
aircraft from the carrier “Chester W. Nimitz", and by marine aircraft transferred to 
(Brlann) Air Base for the critical period. 


With the support of tactical aviation, the combined efforts of marine infantry 

and ground troops permitted “Blue” to halt the “Orange” offensive, and then, after 
regrouping its forces, to go over to the offensive in the direction of Trondheim. 
Simultaneously “Blue” ship groupings conducted combat operations aimed at defeating 
“Orange” amphibious landing detachments at sea, at the approaches to the Norwegian 
coast, they blockaded the Baltic strait with the goal of preventing the passage of 
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using surface ships, tactical aireraft, and helicapters. 


surface ships out of the Baltic, and they practiced defense of petroleum-gas 
in the hea 


facilities 
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Moscow ZARUREZMNOYE VOYENNOYE GROZRENIYE in Russian Wo 1, Jan 61 (signed to presse 
12 Jan 62 pp 72-74 


\Article by Candidate of Waval Sciences, Associate Professor, Captain ist Rank 
Vv. Vostrov) 


(Text) The most important feature in the development of the navies of the leading 
Capitalist countries in the last two decades was broad introduction of missiles 
into the fleets, including antiship missiles. Owing to their good combat character- 
istics (range, speed, low-altitude capability, acourate quidance, small reflecting 
surface, and hence difficult early detection and annihilation), these miesiles 
have been deemed to be among the most promising offensive weapons at sea. 


Wow that antiship missiles have been supplied to surface ships, boats, atomic 
submrines, carrier-based airplanes, and shore-based patrol and tactical aviation, 
the combat capabilities of the navies and air forces in a duel with enemy naval 
forces have improved noticeably. Concurrently this raised the problem of protecting 
friendly ships against enemy missiles. 


In the opinion of Western military specialists the most effective antimissile 
defense can be achievec through joint implementation of the following measures: 
organization of dependable ~-connaissance of enemy forces; optimum organization 

of friendly forces into cruising order and combat formation; early detection and 
annihilation of airborne missiles; the jamming of the homing heads of antiship 
miss‘iles; clear coordination between the forces and resources of 4 ship formation 
and the permanent air observation system in the region of combat operations: imple- 
@entation of measures to support covertness and camouflage. 


A formation's antimissile defense is conducted in relation to zones and specific 
Objectives, within the framework of a single integrated system of antiaircraft, 

antisubmarine, and antiship (antiboat) defense measures. It foresees, first of 

all, action against antiship missile delivery systems and, second, detection and 
annihilation of the missiles themselves during their flight to the target. 


Action against delivery systems is the responsibility of escort ships, submarines, 
and deck-landing and shore-based patrol and tactical aviation, in coordination with 
the SOSUS permanent passive long-range sonar observation system and the forces and 
resources of the theater of war's combined air defense system, the main goal of 
which is to detect and annihilate antiship missile delivery systems or deprive them 
of the possibility for using their missiles. 














This article, which was written on the basis of foreign press materials, examines 
certain questions associated with action against antiship missiles on a flight 


trajectory to a target. 


Ae is noted in the foreign press, action against antiship missiles is organised in 
sones (far=-80-120 km, middle=-20-00 km, and near, including the self=defense sone-~ 
up to 20 km), and it foresees in-depth utilisatior of reconnaissance and IW resources, 
deck=ilanding airjpienes (if there is a carrier in the composition of the ship detach- 
ment) and helicop'ors, and antiaireraft missile and artillery complexes. 


in the opinion of NATO military experte, anticireraft missile complemes are the most 
effective agains! antiship missiles in senal defense. Beyond the effective range of 
anitiaireraft Mise\le complenes, antiship missiles are fought by deck=landing aviation, 
mainly P-i4 Tomoet fighters, each of which can carry up to six 
missiles, which can hit antiship missiles on their trajectories. 


In the 60-120 km sone, antiship missiles can be intercepted by the Talos (UBA) and 
Sea Dart (Great Britain) antiaircraft miesile complexes, the ranges of which 
120 and 80 km respectively. 


In the 20-80 km radius antiship missiles are intercepted primarily by Terrier, 
Tartar, Aegis (USA), Gea Slug (Great Britain), and Masurka (Prance) antiaircraft 
missile complexes, and in part by medium-caliber guns (152 and 127 am). fS&ffective 
ranges are 40 km for the Terrier, 20 km for the Tartar, 40-50 km for the Aegis, 
45 km for the Sea Siug, and 40 km for the Masurka. Judging from Western press 
reports the Aegis, which has been under development since 1969 and undergoing 
testing since 1974, is a modern, promising weapon system against antiship missiles 
within this zone. It must simultaneously intercept up 
different directions, with a high kill probability. 
Standard-2 RIM-66C antiaircraft quided missiles with 
warhead detonated by a contactless or contact fuse. 
reports 4 nuclear warhead is also being developed for 
quided missile. in the middie leg of its trajer*ory, the missile 
target by a radio command system with an 

leg it is quided by 4 semiactive radar homing head 
interference.* The first ship armed with the Aegis antiaircraft 
was the guided missile cruiser CG47 (it was formerly 

and named the 0DG47). The plans are to 


WATO military specialists believe that antiship mi 

detected in the near sone. They will be struck by the combined 
and artillery: first, the NATO Sea Sparrow an 
18 km), developed jointiy by the USA, Italy, Denmark, 
Belgium, the American Sea Sparrow (15 km), the French Crotal (10 km), the Italian 
Sea Indigo (10 km), and the English Sea Wolf (6 km) and Sea Cat (3.5 km); second, 


, 








* Por greater detail on the Aegis antiaircraft missile complex, see ZARUBEZINOYE 
VOYENNOYE OBOZRENTYE, Wo 10, 1978, pp 83-87--£ditor. 











by medium and email caliber qune (120, Lid, 102, 100, 16, 57, 40, 4, W, and 
20 =). 


According to foreign press reports the most effective weapon against antiship 
Missiles in the self-defense sone is the Gea Wolf antiaireraft missile complex 
figure hot reproduced)), which can hit antiship missiles flying at 


i 
to Tt is alee noted that 





the threat, lock onto the target, track it, and open . 


missiles. They include shipboard jamming stations and launchers for free-flight 
rockets filled with dipole reflectors or infrared (IR) decoys. fPree-flight rockets 
are shot in the direction of an attacking antiship missile, and when 

they create a cloud of dipole reflectors or infrared decoys with 4 large reflection 
surface that jame the missile's homing head. In recent years the NATO countries have 
created several passive interference systems, to include the English Protin 

Corvus, the French (Dagay), the Italian SCLAR, and the West German (Shalmey) 


' 


Protection against antiradar missiles homing onto emissions from a ship's radar 
station is afforded primarily by changing the operating mode and emission frequency 
of shipboard radar. Smoke screens and powerful light sources that can “blind” tele- 
vision cameras are believed to be suitable countermeasures against antiship missiles 
with television homing heads. 


The effectiveness of defense against antiship missiles has risen significantly now 
that ships are supplied with helicopters. As was reported in the foreign press, 
use of deck-landing helicopters has broadened the sone of enemy observation, and 
presence of EW resources aboard such helicopters has significantly broadened the 
range of defensive capabilities of the ship they protect. Moreover, being an air- 
to-air guided missile carrier, a helicopter can knock down antiship missiles on its 
own. If it cannot do so, the missile can be brought down by shipboard weapons con- 


f the heli r. 
Por more on systems, see ZARUBEZHNOYE VOYENMNOYE OBOZRENTY!.. No 1, 1980, 


pp 81-84—#di tor. 
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